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Of the Author of the EX A MINA T 
of Some Things in the SERMON, 

| and the Author of TOLE= + 
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Courteous Reader, 


Have ſuch a Love to Peace and Concord, to Love and Uni- 
ty in the Truth, that all Strife and Diviſion, yea Contentious 
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ence ſhews the beginning of Strife is like the letting out of 


" £ Waters, and there is ne end of Writing and Printing. The Debates # 
of late, anent the Toleration defired, for theſe of the Epiſcopal. 


way, hath I think, either wid'ned the Difference, or diſcovered it 
to have been greater than I apprehended it to be, ſome having to 
juſtiſie their Separation, advanced Poſitions, not known or owned 


to juſtiſie themſelyes therein, diſſeminat Principles deſtructive to 


burches, New Doubts are moved, and Stumbling-blocks caſt be- 
ore the People, We thought the Difference had been only anene 
hurch-Government ; but now it's Repreſented to be, not only a- 


N «ith, and Pollutions on our Worſhip, and ſuch a Neceflity of E- 
iſcopal Ordination is urged as nullifies the Miniſtry, and all the 
Drdinances diſpenſed, by ſuch who want it. 5 


Pinatien, &c, And that of Toleratien Defended, who have attacked 
part of my SERMON, Preached May 16. where I thought my 
If moſt ſafe and ſecure. - 4, | Re ELL 


0 


e caſily performed, it being ſo manifeſt, that they either Miſtake 


\ nimadverſions ſhould be made upon them, I have given them, note 

ickſtanding of my averſion: from Debates, | 

As for the Author. of the Examination, & c, he is pleaſed to ſays 
e e — 
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Diſputing and Debating is unpleaſant to me; But Expeti- 


in this Church before: And do not only divide in practice, but 


he Truth and Beeing not only of this, but of moſt of the Reformed 


Went that, but Errors in Doctrine are Charged on our Confeſſion of 


= Should I deſign only the Vindication ef my Sermon, that might 


r Wreſt my Words, but becauſe ſome have thought it fit that ſome 
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This is done particularly by two, to wit, the Autber of the Ex. 
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that all that ſeems Material againſt the Tel. deſired, in the Sermon 
he takes to be fully Anſwered, in the Caſe of the Epiſcopal Clergy, 
c. two things only excepted, them therefore he ſayeth ke ſhall 
only confider: I ſhall therefore refer him to theAnſwer of the Caſe. 
or Remarks upon it, and follow him in his Conſideration of theſe 
two Particulars, which he culleth out of ſome few Lines of the 14 
page of the Sermon, which he. thus fets down, page third af the; Exer. 

One is ( fayeth the Ex amin.) That be Inos ue Epiſcopal Mipi- 
ſeer who judges Communion with the Precbyterians, ( my Werdi ate, 


ther, that ſuch an Opinion ſhould not be Tolergt in any Proteſtant Church, 
My Words were, And that, 1 confeſs is, ſuch an Opinion, that I think 


Truth, and Beeing of the moſt of Proteflant Churches. 


if I had ſaid, There cas af, 
| Churches, the Ordinations of whoſe Glergy are unqueſtionsble, Where» 
| _. as I neither thought, nor ſpoke fo, nor do my Words bear any ſuch 


Senſe, Vea page 4+ he confeſſeth it, tho he ſpake diminutively, 7 
that I ſeem page 12. of the Sermon, to grant, that Men may juſtly 


| refuſe to bold Goemmunien with Churches which require ſinfal Terms of 
4 Communion, &c. And then adds, het her be grant it or not, its re- f by 
222 eciyed. Truth. It. is not fairely done to ſpeak doubtfully, as it ke 
would leave a Suſpicion in the: minds of Readers anent my Judge- 
* 2 A ment, when it was fo , clearly delivered page 12, of the Sermon; 1 


. — Ü d 6 . . 8 
N But it ſeemeth he deſigned to give ſome Reaſons to juſtifie their ji 
* | _.. Separation,and therefore page 4. and 5, he ſets down three or 4. 
|} Caſes of ſinful Terms of Communion, and then makes Application 
11 of them, for juſtifying their Separation; and for that he might alſo WM 
referred to other Papers, they have printed for that end, where theſe 
ga44te more largely proſecuted, and tnen J ſhould referred him to their 
Anſwers, But ſeing he propoſeth them, as conſiderations of a Po- 
of ** . een nt CR IT on CES eto n 
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Communion with us in Worſhip) unlaw/ul, anleſi there be. any ef, 
them, who afſert ſuch a Necdity of Epiſcopal Ordination, as nullifs the i 
Miniſtry, and all the Ordinances diſpenſed by ſuch wha mant it. The o- 


ſhould not be Tolerat in any Prote ant Church, being Defirucłive to the 4 
As to the firſt of theſe, it might ſuffice to ſay, that in his Co _ 1 


deration thereof, page Fa He either miſtakes or miſrepreſents, as 
eus ſolid Reaſon to bold Communion with ſuch 


And therefore, all his firſt Six pages: are to no purpoſe, as to the firſt -Y 
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his own wards page 7. you may judge, if it was after accurate think- 
Wing on that firſt Poſition that he wrote this; yer ſeing as I ſaid, 
Ibe propoſeth them as conſiderations of a poſition of my Sermon, 1 
ſhall take a brief review of them, But ſhall firſt freely acknow- 
tedge, that though I faid in my Sermon page 14. that I did know 
no Miniſter of that way, who judge Communion wich us in Wor- 


; L ſhip uglawful: unleſs theſe be any of them, who aſſert ſuch a ne- 
e, rely of Epiſcopal Ordination, &. yet I find now that which I 
y of aid not know then. 1. That there are ſome of them, who plead 
the WW Communion with us, unlawful on o her Grounds. And 2, That 
- ſome, Queſtion. our Ordination, though ] ingenuouſly declare, that 


eb. ¶ tho I be now above ſixty Years of Age, I did never in all my Life 
ink before, hear any. of this Church or Nation, advance ſuch a Poſition, 
the or affert ſuch a Neceſſity of Epiſcopal Ordination, but on the con- 

trary, theſe even of the Epiſcopal perſwaſion, of my Acquaintance, 
nſi- did rejec it with averſation, therefore I ſpoke ſo doubtfully (un- 
, as 1% there be any, who aßert ſuch a Necſſity, &c.) and J hope there 
ſuch are but few who do it yet, unleſs it be ſome hotter ſpirits, to uſe the 
words of our Learned Countrey Man, the Biſhop of Sarum in page 


ere- 

uch 259. of his Expoſition of the 39 Articles of the Church of England. 

ely, But let us conſider the Cafes he propoſeth of ſinfull Communion, 

fly and his Application of them. EP 3 
vs of WM The firſt is page 4. Subſcription ( [ayeth be) to Erronecus Propoſitions 
re- s 2 ſinful Term of Communion, I grant it is fo, But then he Erreth 1 
f he in his Application, for the Queſtion is about Communion with us in 
ige-Worſſip, and theſe were my expreſs Words. Now Subſcription is 
on; not the Term of Communion in Worſhi z. | 


And while in the fame page 4. he fayeth they are perſwaded, 
[Wthere are ſome very Erroneous Propoſitions in that Confeſſion: this 


neir is a bold accuſation without any Inſtance, or proof of the Errour. 

4. Humility, charity, and diſcretion, would have oblidged to have re- 

jon preſented this, more privately, or to ſomeiChurch Judicatory, and 

alſo humbly Inſtanced the particulars, before ſuch an open accufation f 
zeſe the confeſſion, and Reflection not only on the Church, but on the 4 


Supreme Authority, and Law of the Nation, Raifying it. And 
yet the Accuſation is general without any particular Inſtanced. 1 9 
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I add, that tho there were ſome errors in the Confeflion of a 


Church, that were no ſufficient ground of Separation frem Worſhip, 
when Subſcription and Aſſent thereto, is not required, far leſs if the 


Propoſitions be but dubious, which is ths ſecond Caſe he mentioneth | 


alſo. without Inſtance and Ground: As he hath without proof infi- 
nuate. That there are in our Confeſſion diverſe Propeſitions which plainly 
eroſs Propoſitions contained in the Confeſſion of the Faith of our Reformers 
anno 1560, ſworn to by moſt of the Epiſcopal Clergy in the Teſt, 


The 2d. Caſe is Subſcriptions to Propoſitions very dubjous, awhich he | 
-  ſeemeth to expone by what followeth. Ze Propoſitions which have | 
Learned and Orthadox Men, with very 


# 


been much oppoſed by Grave, Holy, 
plauſible Arguments ; All that he faith of this is, That it is not baftily 


to be granted. Such Propoſitions are not raſhly fo be ſubſcrived to. And 1 ; | 
readily grant we ſhould in no fuch thing be raſh and haſty; But | 
what doth this concern Communion in Worſhip ? where no ſuch. | 


Subſcription is required. 


The 34d. Caſe he mentioneth in which it is unlawful to hold | 
Communion with a Church, page 4. and applyeth page F. is the caſe | 
of pillulions in a Churches Worſhip. But in the Application, he hath | 


not the confidence to inſtance any thing in our Worſhip, which 
polluteth the Soul of any who joyneth with us in Worſhip, and we 
confidently deny the Charge, and though we acknowledge Imper- 
fetions and Defects, both in our Perſons and Worſhip, yet we 


7 


deny that there is any thing in our Worſhip, the uſe of which de- 


filech them who joyn with us in Worſhip. . 
He faith page 5. It is not without ground thty are ſcrupulous to joyn 
with us in our Worſhip. He hath not confidence to ſay, there are 


pollutions in our Worſhip, which would defile them, but that they & 
are ſcrupulous about it, and not without Ground. Now I hope he | 
will nor ſay, that every one who hath a Scruple, ſhould have | 


publick Toleration by Law. But what are the Grounds they have 
to be ſcrupulous to joyn with us? I ſee none, only he propoundeth 
ſome Queſtions, which inſinuate Accuſations againſt us, tho they 
will not ail infer his Concluſion. Why 2. he asks, have they not 


ſent a packing, the publick reading of the Scriptures? Anſwer, Not, We | 


have not, tor though we allow. not the Precentor to read, yet we 
appoint Miniſters to read the Scriptures publickly, and they do 
both-mead and expound, 12 2 ain da 


Oe. 
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a Nor have we forbidden the uſe of the Lords Prayer, though per- 
ip, haps ſome think it too commonly omitted. Nor know I any pro- 


our Prayers; And will he ſeparate becauſe we do not ſing it in 
etre, at the end of Pſalms? oo Eo ĩͤ OT 
he But after this p. 5: J. 25.to 28. he addeth a grievous Charge; Ber 
ve e, (ſaith he) in their publick Prayers, theſe of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion, _ 
ih link there are more than one or tuo unſaveury petitions, . petitions whereby 
« GOD is diſhonoured, by conſequence petitions they ( annot hear without horror, _ . 
1 iin cannot ſay Amen to, with a good Conſcience, without polluting their. . 
ut n Souls.” Here a fearful Accuſation, which as delivered :ccuſeth 
ch all, as if we had one common Liturgy: I pray GOD forgive him. 
1 ut I hope firſt he will not have the confidence to ſay fo of all, and 
1 Wvery one. . „%% ( 3 
'ſc | = Harb he heard ſuch petitions, and by himſelf or ſome other ad- 
th Whoniſhed of it. 3. Though it were true, that ſome one or other, 
! ad at ſome time unſavoury petitions, (which we deny till he preys 
'C Mc) yet is this ſufficient ground of ſeparation? Is a Hearer guilty of 
ll che perſonal; yea, or of all the Miniſterial Defects of a Miniſter, 
'C bhether in Preaching or Praying ? What Church or Divine, would” 
* Muſtific ſuch a Separation. „ * 
That which others object anent Baptiſm and the Lord's Supper, 
„ = ſufficiently anſwered by the Gentleman's Letter, and the Re- 
re Parks on the Caſe; And therefore, ſeing our Author doth not 
„ entien them, | I paſs: them alſo, and proceed to that Which 
'& Wc mentioneth page 5. as his fourth Caſe and Ground of refuſing 
85 ommunion, which he proſecuteth page 6. and part of the 716. 
And this his fourth Ground, on which it may be nnlawful tohold 
h ommunion with a Church, Even while ber Faith is ſound, and ber 
„ i orſtip unpelluted, is, when ſhe is Schiſmatical. This is (ſaith he) 41. 
* ay the. caſe of all Churches, that are purely Schiſmatical. And p. 6. ne 
be yeth this Reaſon for ic, That Schiſmaticks by being ſuch,are cut off from 
oe 2 only. Salutary Communion, the One Communion of the One viſible Body 
* Chrif, And then applys it to the Presby terian Church in . f 
* Cre 8 


hibition of che Ule ofthe Creed. But will he ſay that the omiſſion 
of that, or of ſinging the D-xolcgy. in Metre at the end of Pſams, 
is a ſufficient Ground of Separation? we do ordinarily give Glory 

$0 GOD; Father, Son, and Holy Ghoſt, expreſly in the cloſe of 
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of which he ſaith, That ſappoſe ber Faith were as ſound, nnd ber Worſhipras | 
pure as her ſelf can wiſh them. et theſe of the Epiſcopal Perſwaſion, have too: 
good reaſon to judge their Cemmunion untawful,if ſhe ris they are perfwated' * 
es) Schiſmatical. And 10 .ACCOrdin to this an's great Je 1 
the Presbytetian Church in Scotland, is cut off from the only Salut ary.:| 
Communicn, the One Communion of the One viſible Body of Cbriſt: Would 
there not need clear proof for ſo bold, ſo ſzvere. and uncharitable a, 
Cenſure, of a whole Church ? And yet he giveth-nane qt all, but 
bids me purge our Communion on true Church Principles. +. -.' # 
For Anſwer, The Author would remember, the Presbyterians won! 
and do charge the Prelatical party in. Scetland as Schiſmaticks; and! 
may I not ſay with as good. ground. purge: your Communion oF. 
Schiſm. But 2, It were enough for me to. deny the charges she 
who affirmethit ſhoul6 prove it. Were it jugs Wir dealing Nor en. 
| to'uccuſe another of Adulzery, or Thett, "6.2.6 hap allahe i 
| proof he brings, is, ye muſt: prove your Leit Chaſi;aud Hameſtel I 11 
„* But I chall take further Review of his Principle, and ſhaw the. 
'/  groundleſneſs of his Application, and falſhood of his- Chart a» 
! gainſtus. PP »ͤBͤ̃ +. aro ß 
And x. Seing Schiſm hath various acceptions, and there are di- 
|| verſekir.dsof it, our Author ſhould have given us a deſcription of 
Schiſe, and told us what kind of Schiſm he chargeth uswith. The i 
a s 
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Ki Author of the Toleration Defended, hath the confidence td ſay, pg 
I. That neither the Author of the Letter, nor any. of the Party for ꝗ . 
De appears, durſt ever ſtate @ true notion of Schifm,, or givs ſuch a defeniti- 
2H on ef it, as is ſufficient to vindicate the Reformation without blacks x the "i 
bel Keb pte ie party with the dangerous guilt. of thas danining ne But: 
|. this is like others of this Mans bold but falſe Acgufations: As diverſe 
F of that way writing on that Subject, have ſtated the*true notion of: 
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Caan (fo the Author of the Letter could eaſily do it if he would) 
ſio as to vindicate the Reformation, and not 10 blackeh themiſelveb. 
W ” 2 © PRES. {5 4 


1 And tho Iſhould not much contend with this Author of Toleraαε,’e ,; 


| | Defended, anent the deſcription he gives of Sebi ſen page! 1 and = 
8 That we are to underſtand thereby every willful Separation From, or de 
| E: 1 of the, Communion 0 5 feu 10% Catholick CharcÞ, dere ib Tei, 
CCTV 

| a Chutell,page 2, That 1he.name of 4'Church, muſt craj bd umd 
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pia 7 Society of Chr 
* £007 ih anonically ordaine | 

cannot yield, that either Canonical Ordination, ( according to 
church Canons) or uninterrupted Succeſrion, are neceſſary to the 


aner of the Church, and that in continual Succeſsion from the Apoſelss, 
here is no Miniſtry, nor Church, but in this matter 47 «lſo in the 
ut ¶Accuſation of Schiſm, our Author takes the ſame way as the Pa- 
its do, againſt Reformed Churches, both in Accuſing and Argu- 
1 as 2 may be ſeen in Janſenius his Debate with Veetius on this 


S WSchiſm, it will not be unfit to take notice of the ſignification ef 

the Word Schiſm, and find out the various acceptations, kinds or 

ways thereof. | 

4 s to the firſt, ſchiſm, Exieus is a Greek word, which ſignifies 
Diviſion, or Rent, where there was Unity before, and by its uſe 
rche Church is reſtrained to Diſſentions, and Diviſions about 

matters of Religion. And according as the cauſe is juſt, fo the 

i- Separation is juſtificable, Revel. 18. 4. But Schiſm is uſually taken 


a the worſt ſenſe, for that which is unwarrantable;and as it is con- 


„ : 
yo unite by Communion under their Iawful Paſtors, 
\by an uninterrupted ſucceſſion from the Apoſtles, For 


* * N 
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being of a Church, ſo that, F rhe Ordination be net according to the 


But perhaps, for the clearer diſcuſs of this Queſtion, anent 


ra. diſtinguiſhed to Hereſy, its « difolution, or breach, of that Union, 


ebat ought to be amongſt Chriſtians, conſenting together in the ſame Faith, 
and this is either in the Church, 1 Cor. 1. & 10+ 11. Chap. 3. beg. 
or from it Heb. 10,25,26.And that either from the Catholick Church 
or from a particular, negative or poſitive, ſee Cameron, de [chiſmate, 
raſh, and on light occaſion, or an unjuſt occafion, in whole or in 
part. ſee alſo Ameſius, Caf, de ſebiſ. pag. 307. Where there is a re- 


of jecting of all Communion; or partiall, fo farr as Communion can- 
not be kept without Sin, thus it may be either from Worſhip, or 
cg. but in Government only, ſo that ye may ſee that Sehiſm is a break- 


5 ing of Commanded Union, or of that Church Union which is of Gods 
; 8 724king. And becauſe this breach of Union doth chiefly appear, 


in denying, or refuſing Communion with the Church, in the uſe 


Separation is by a kind of ſingular apprepriation, truly and rightly, 
and moſt commonly called Schiſm, this much may ſerve for open- 
| | 8 FR ny i inc 
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of Gods publick Worſhip and Ordinances, therefore that kind of 
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ing the nature of Schiſm, whereby it may be _eafily manueſteg, rhe 
that both Reformed Churches fg. free of any, guile, in their Sepa- 
ration From the Romiſh Church,, and the >resbyterians from any 
guilt of Schiſm imputable ta them. I hope the Author will not gug- . 
ſtion the firſt, and our Niyines. have otcen demonſtrated" it, that our “, 
Anceſtors had juſt and neceſſary gauſes to ſeparate from the Church KC 
ol Rome, and could not continue therein without ſin againſt God, N. 
and thus vindicated themſelves from, the Roniilh, Cliarge of Schiſz, £'* 
which yet on all occaſions they repeat. 

It is eaſte alſo to ſhew, chat the Presbyterians of chis Nation, . 
cannot at this time, be juſtly charged with the guilt of aun of any IN: 

Kind, ſure not from the Catholick, Church, while they profeſs. with 
them, one Lord, one Faith, and ene Baptiſm, and love to all tbem, wha f 
proſeſi Faith in, and love to the Lord Jeſus Chrift, and live accordingly, I;; 
| We have alſo a love and reſpect to all the Churches of Chriſt, Nr 


even theſes who are diſtant from us, and with whom we Have no l 
oOccaſion of local communion in Worihip, and have communion 4 
with them, in the. ſame _[ubfantials of DeFrine, and Worſhip, Ward and L 
. Sacraments, Nor do we deny thoſe to be Churches of Chriſt,” with | 
hom we cannot have actual Communion in Worſhip, becauſę we p 


conceive we cannot do it without ſin. oO 

And it is not we, but our Brethren , who divide and. feparate 
from publick Aſſemblies for Worthip in this Land, and Church, and 
ſo not ve, but they are guilty of this Schiſm,or Diviſion and cãuſe- 
72 leſs ſeparation in Worſhip, I wiſh our Brethren woutd conſider the 
Words of our Learned Countrey Man, Dr. Burner (which thould 

be the more beeded by them, that he is a Biſhop, Biſhop'of Sarum, 

who in his faurtb. Diſceurſe to his Clergy, concerning the obligation: to 
continue in the Communion of the Church, in the beginning of that diſ- 
courſe, which is page 265, of the Book, propoſeth to diſcourſe of 
our obligations. to continue in the Communidn of that Church in which we 
were born, which he-deſcribes to be the main hody of that Sceiety of C bri- 
tian among whom ps Jig: and aſſerts, that there is noi hing that more 
concerns the peace and order of Churches, And indeed the quiet and good 

' Grwernment of mankind, thay rightly to under tand our obligations thereto, : 

the extreams being dangerous on both hands, and page 266. he ſayeth, 

1 the foundation to be laid here ij, Fliſt. To conſider the natural obligation, |. 
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„„ e Pn IRONY » 
- which they pleaded their own Reafons, But I will not digreſs to 
Inquire into them, nor to juſtifie or condemn their practiſe, if our 
Brethren think they did wrong, they ſhould not imitate them 
therein. But ſeing it is undenyable; that it is they, who ſeparat, 
and divide, and plead for diviſion in Worlbip, and Aſſemblings for 
it, when no ſinfull Terms of Communien therein are Impoſed on 
| them, they, and not we are the Dividers and Schiſmaticks in point 
of Worſhip now. But as for us we know ne Worſhipping AC- 
ſembly, to which once we were united, and from which we ſepa. 
rat, * iy divide, and therefore cannot in this be charged with 
Schiſm. 8 . | FC i 
And to conclude this Debate anent Schiſm, as we do deny the 
generall Charge of Schiſm, as moſt Injurious, ſo we cannot Imae 
Eine any Semblance of breach of Union in the Church, with which 
they can charge us, unleſs it be, that of Unios, er ſubjeftion rather 
to the Prelats, which we are perſwaded is not of Gods making, And 
tho the Author of the Exam: doth pag. 12. with his uſual conſi- 
dence aſſert, all the Presbyteriens within the Kingdom are bound to own, 
aud ſubmit to the Bishops, as their lawful Eecleſiaſtical Superiours, we 
do confidently deny it. The Prelats were never our lawful EccleSefti-& 
cal Superiours, but Uſurpers over us, not only without warrand from 
thecccipture,but impoſed by Civil Authority, without the choiſe and 
conſent of this National Church, by vertue of the Claim of Supre«! 
macy, and Soveraign Authority of the King, and ſeing it had no 
other Foundation, or Right by its laſt Settlement in this Church, 
but an Act of Parliament, and no Church Conſtitution, it can be 
no Church Schiſm, nor contrary: to any Statute, Canon or Law 
of Church or State. And Prelacy being by Supream Autherity o 


if the Nation aboliſhed, they can then on no account be called our 
S lawful Eccleſiaſtical Superiours, our diſowning of them can be o 

þ | no account charged upon us as Schiſm, or breach of: that Unior 
i which ought to be in this Church. And if our diſowning the Bi 
ö ſhops be a Schiſm, then I may ſay of ity as Gerard {aid of ſeparati 

4 on from Rome, itisa good Schiſm, a bleſſed Schiſm. 


Y  _Its alſo worthy of Conſideration, that ſcing every Schiſm is no! 
B of the ſame kind, nor upon like weighty accounts. It may, b 
7 found on doe Conſideration , that every kind of Schiſm where 
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8 ofa Church or Body of Chriſtians, may be guilty, is no ſufficient 
| Reaſon to refuſe all Communion with them. in Worſhip, *'Weoupht 
| not indeed ee joyn with any in cheir chile or ie any fin, bus * 
there may be lawful joyning in Worſhip, where the Paftor or Peo- 
ple may be under ſome guilt of Schifm ; You read of Schiſms in the 
Church of Corinth, 1 Cor. ebep. 1. ver, 10, 1, 12, And was it untaw- 
ful for ſuch to joyn in worſhip together? And if the difference and 
diviſion be only anent Church Government, there will need clear 
proof to convitce that it were unlawful to joyr in Worſhip, for 
this they may do without participation ofthe Schiſm': When Chri- 
ſtians who conſent in the Faith aſſemble together for publick Wor- 
ſhip, they do not profeſs themſelves ts be Epiſcopal, or Presbyterian, 
LY but to be Chriſtians and profeſs the Faith of 
Tea, and the Hiſtorians of the Church tells us the Orthodox in 
time of perſecution, united with the Nevarians in Worſhip, and the 
Penati ts united by Fraternal Accommodation, and not by Sub- 
lection. 2 W Ip 
It is commonly granted each error in a Church doth not make 
Communien with it unlawful, and why ſhould every defect, in 
Love and Peace, every Diviſion and Schiſm, make Communion 
unlawfal ? If it do, either it muſt be becauſe thereby it ceaſeth to 
be a true Church, or that Communion with that Church fo Schiſ- 
matical, doth involve in the guilt of Schiſm ; Not the firſt, for the 
Author grants ſueh to be Churches, and that they miy have valid 
. Ordfnations:: Not the ſecond, for Communion with them in theſe 
Duties and Ordinances wherzin they agree doth not imply, nor 
ſigniſie their Approbation of that wherein they differ, and for. _ 
which they blameably divide from others. 
And chus I hope I have vindicated our Communion from Schiin 
by true Church Principles; and got argued meerly from this, that 
ic hack Corll Law rk, eee 
And now I think I may appeal to any unbyaſſed Reader, yea; tc 
the Authors own Conſcience, iſ it be juſt or charitable for him 
to ſay, of Schiſmaticks in general without any caution, exception, 
or limitation, as pag. 6. Exam. Schiſmaticks by being ſuch; are cut frem 
be an ſalvtery Sunn, the one Communion of: the ant wiffhle body of - 
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Sara, te due have ſute and & at Groun ; From. Fe 
ture, and yet I am ſure there i is not ſo very erroneous a 1775 tion 
in all the Confeſſion, our Author a 65. 959 and it is but, a, 


very modeſt exoreſion, to ay, ther nor fe o dupipus a propoſiti 
1 l our "Confeſcion, 77 this, Ares 555 Judge by 15 25 5 8 ile 
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| e nilter, he would readily have granted, that he delerved, for wañt of 
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« Pat it and Chair of Verity. - 8 
1 It leare fie Reader to Judge, whether ein che 8 „nogzilm is 


of his own forming, and not wide, th the Cenfute doch 86e an on 


his oWfH head. '* And to ſay no wotſe, de either Wants Logick e or 
In Ze rrtlity, fort neither the Afſuinption nor Concluſion is mine. 


But if hie Ueſire to have the Argument in form, it might be thus. 


pisse pal Miniſters ſhould not imitate the Presbyterians in that för 
which they did condemn them. But Epiſcopal Mihiſters did con- 
denn Pres yteriansforfeparating from 1 ck Worship! in the Con- 
gregations: Where they lived, Bettie of i 

Government; Ergo, Tlie Ez piſcopal Miniſters ſhoutd not imitate 
them, in withdrawing fre m publick Worſhip 4 in the C Congregations 
where they live, -becauſe of hs difference in Church Government, 
Bur'leiviigthisAdthor, we hatt, more ; of Railing” tian Reaſon, - 
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I ſhall take notice of what the Author of the Examination 
ſayeth anent this pag. 14. & 15, Where he reckoneth this expreſſion 
up as my g. Argument, for my 2d. Poſition. And that which he 
ſayeth, conſiſts much in an encomium of what the Epiſcopal Church 
then was, whoſe Communion was, ſayeth he, not only law- 
full, but deſirable, and he ſayeth, they condemned, and do con- 
demn che Presbyterian Schiſm. And he may know that the Preſ- 
byterians did then alſo charge the Epiſcopal party with Schiſm. 


He ſayeth, they blamed them, for ſeparating from a Church which! 


had unqueſtionable Orders, &. But the Presbyterians did not 
only queſtion the Epiſcopal Order, but think they did it on bet- 
ter ground, than the Epiſcopalians queſtion their Orders, he ſay- 
eth, they who are of the true Epiſcopal principles are where they 
were, fore the Presbyterians left them, I wiſh this Author would 
tel us what are theſe true Epiſcopal principles? For I am ſure 
theſe were not their Principles in the year 62. & 88, If theſe be 
the terms, he referreth to, that Epiſcopal Ordination, was of ſuck 
neceſſity, as the want of it nullifies the Miniſtry of, and all the Or- 
nances diſpenſed by theſe who have it not. 5 2 
I add, That Presbyterian Government, being the Primitive Eſta- 


bliſument and Government of this Church, they are perſwaded it 


was the Epiſcopal Party who firſt left them, and therefore may 
rather be charged with Schiſm. „ 

But all comes to this, becauſe the 8 withdraw from, 
and oppoſe the Biſhops, they are guilty of a dreadful Schiſm, and 
therefore our new Epiſcopal Men, cannot joyn in Worſhip with 
the Presbyterians. To which there hath been enough ſpoken to 
formerly, and this ſhewed to be a groundieſs Aſſertion, to aſſert 
this to be a Schiſm, and an unjuſtifieable practice, to ſeparat from 
public Worſhip on that account. 

Baut this leads me to the 2d. Propoſition in my Sermon, whict 

our Author undertaketh to Conſider, pag. 7. of Exam. 

And this 24. Propoſition, with which he is diſpleaſed, is, that 
'T ſhould ſay, That the Opinion of theſe, who maintain ſuch a ne- 


ceſſity of Epiſcopal Ordination, as nullifieth the Miniſtry, and al 

„ the Ocdinances diſpenſed by ſuch who want it, is anOpinion that 

„ ſhould not be tolerated in any Froteſtant Church. On the con 
ans | 1 | _ rran 


RO tt AS cam 3z Nw . Arr. 


, 8 


trary he ſayeth 24 7: That it is « bormleſs and Very innocent Opini- 
deftroy the Truth and Being ef moſt of the Re- 


nion, though it | 
formed Churches, and he accuſeth me, as unmerciful to it. 

245. He ſayeth, pag. 7. Of my. Aſſertien, ( That ſuch an Opinion 
should not be tolerated in any Proteſtant Church ) Now what is this other, 


than that the Perſons who are of ſuch an Opinion, ought not to be allowed 


to live in a Proteſtant QCountrey, but every ohe of them be banished 
the Kingdom, Anent which I (hall ſay, to uſe. his own words, the 


unbyaſſed Reader may Judge, if it was after accurat thinking, that 
he wrote this. For 1. My words were ( ſhould not be tolerated 


— 


in any Proteſtant Church And its known that Baniſhmene is not 


in their power, And the Magiſtrate may ſee cauſe to tolerate that 


in the Countrey, which the Church cannot tolerate in any of her 
Communion, 2. Tho Popery be not tolerated, doth it follow, 
that all Papiſts are t be banjited, ., I. _7T77 *5 

3. I muſt. Complain, That this Author in the ſame pag, 7. Is 


pleaſed to ſay, that my poſition as he takes it, muſt ſtand on this. 5 
principle, That no Perſons who maintain opinions which tend to ſubvert the- 
Authorized and Eſtablished Religion of 4 Countrey, ought to be permitted 

to live in that Conntrey. And then makes his own Inferences, that 

this Juſtifies the Roman Emperours, their perſecuting the Primitive 8 | 
K Chriſtians, & the French Kings perſecuting the Proteſtants, and would . 


juſtifie the baniſhing the greater part of the preſent Clergy, & Church 
of England, yea, and the Catholick, Church out of Chriſtendom; © 


pag. 8. And then in a Jear, he adds, Theſe are but a ſpecimen. of tbe 0 
pleaſant Inferences, that may be neceſſarly drawn frem M. Ms. poſition. 
W hich are but falſe and groundleſs aſperſions, andthe Conſequences 
only of his own Imagined principle, but by no Conſequence can 
be drawn from my poſition. And I think I need to ſay no more for 
Confutation of his aſſertion, than to ſet down what I aſſerted, to 


wit, That I think an Opinion ſe d:firufive to the Truth and Being of 


the moſt of Proteſtant Churches; should not be tolerated in any Proteſtant 
Church, And then leave it to the Judgement of the Reader, or the 


Authors own Canſcience on 2d thoughts, whether this muſt ſtand 


on this principle, That no Perſons who maintains Opinions which tend 50” | 
ſubvert the Authorized and Eſiabliched Religion of 4 Countrey, ought 'to 
che hindering che * 
— | of 


be permitted 10 live in that Goentrey, Mu 
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of Reformed Churches, land on the ſame principle with the hin - 


dering the ruine of Peganiſm and Popery, and the reſtraint of the 
one, infer the perſecution of the Chriſtian Religion. My poſition. 
doth not ſtand on Reformed Churches, their being eſtabliabed by 
Law, but on their being Reformed Churches of Chriſt. 


The Author of the Exam. pag. 8. propoſeth, to Swe. a plain view cf: 
the Opinion, which he alledgeth my poſition fo unmercifully ſtricks 


at. But tho he ſay, pep. 12. Thus Sir you bave ſuch a view, as I had 


leafure to give you, of the Opinion M. AA. is ſo unmerciful to, yet he is 


ſo far from doing that, that he never eſſays it. but diverts to 


another Queſtion, concerning the reaſonableneſs of a Toleration- 


of my allowance, to theſe who doubt of the validity of Ordinati- 


on, that are not Epiſcopal, of which I may ſpeak after wards. But 
it is manifeſt, that the Opinion I Condemn and Cenſure is, tbe Ne- 
ceſtity of Epiſcopal Ordination, and the aſſerting ſuch « Nece/sity there=- 


of, as nullifieth the Mini ſtrx, antall-the Ordinances diſpenſed by ſuch who 


want it. And the Author of the Toleration def. pag. 2+ Aſſerts, 


That Epiſcopacy, is not only neceſtary to the Well. Being, but even. to the 


very Being of 4 Church. And the Author of the Exam. fbews ſo 


much love to this Opinion, that he calls it « ſolid principle, pag. 13. 


4 Rule founded on Reaſon, and uni vtrſally received by the Catholick Chureb. 


Which is ſaid with much confidence, without any ſhadow of rea- 


Don, preduced for it, or proof that it was univerſally received by 


the Catholick Church 


lach is of divine Inſtjcution, yea, and neceſſary to the Being of a 
Church · 2. That there is ſuch'a Neceſſity of Ordination, that in 


no cãſe there can be a true Miniſtry without it. 3. That there is 


ſuch à Neceſſity, that this be done by Biſhops or Prelats, that 


there can be no true Miniſtry without it. And if we believe the 


Author of the Tolerstion Def. page 2. For making them law- 
ſtors, they muſt 4. be Canonically ordained. and 5. This 


full Pa 


by an uninterrupted Succeſſion from the Apoſtles. And the necefli-.: : 


ey of all theſe is ſuch, that without them there can be no Mini- 


ſtets, no Sacraments, and no Church, for it is of ſuch a Neceſſity 

we, ſpeak. And.I think there would need clear proofs, to. 

ſatisfie a tender Conſciency, anent tſie truth of thelg.things, when | 
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ie is ſo evidently manifeſt, that if theſe be true, moſt of the Refor- 


med Churches are no Churches, which the Papiſts greatly deſire, I 
[ confeſs I ſee no proof for ſuch a Neceſlicy of any of theſe, far leſs of 
r. | ll of them. "ay „„ 
. to put the \dverſary who affirms to prove it; yet tho I will not di- 
greſs to the Controverſie about Prelacy; the Queſtion now being 
'*- Monly about the Neceſſity, and ſuch a Neceſſity as above- mentioned, 
hof Ocdination by a Prelate Superiour in Office and Order to aPresby-" 
nter, and that ſuch a Neceſſity as nullifies che Miniſtry, and all the' 
I Ordinances diſpenfed by ſuch who want it. I ſhall e Foe 
to ſhe w, 1. That this is the Pepiſts, engine and Topick, and way tf 
1 5 Arguing againſt Reformed Churches. 2. That it is a Novel opini- 


fon taken up by ſome few of late, contrair to the current opinion of. 

W Reformed Divines, 3. That it is hurtful and pernicious in its con- | 

> ' ſequences, And 4, Without Ground. - TSS AY 
1 1. I ſay, This is the Popiſh Engine, Topick, and way of Arguing; 
Oo Woainſ Reformed Churches. Theſe are the great Prejudices they 

. inſiſt upon, concerning the Call, Ordination and Succeſſion of Mi- . 
Piiſters, which have been often repeated by them, and refured by 


Re formed Divines, ſee particularly Foetii Deſperata cauſa Papatus, and 4 
laude Defence of the Reformatics,andDr, Field of the Church, I. 3 C. 39. 
2. That this is a Novel opinion taken up by ſome few of late con- 


2 rair to the current Opinion of Reformed Divines, is maniteſt, for 
2 Pot only there is not for ought I know, ſo muchas any one Refor- 

n Pied Divine in any of the Forraign Churches, who was or is for ſuch 

| Neceſſity of Epiſcopal Ordination, but even in the Church of 
it gland, where Epiſcopacy is the Eſtabliſned Government, the 
: olt Learned Men, and who have written moſt zealeuſly in Defence. - 
Pf Epiſcopacy, do peremptorly ceny ai d oppoſe ſuch a Neceſſity 

4 Pf Epiſcopal Ordination, as nullifies the Miniſtry of theſe who want 


I ciced on the Margine of my printed Sermon for this, of Bi. 
Es, Jewel, Dounham, Bilſon, Davenant, Prideaux, Uſner, and Dr. 
eld and Fern, and Mr. Manſons, &c. and might cite many more, bur 
2. all only add the Teſtimony of the Learned Biſhop of Sarum, in his 
Fr poſition ef the 39 Articles of the Church of Exgland, on Article 

ic 3. Who page 209, ſayeth, whutever ſome botter Spirit N | 


It were enough to me to deny, and to ſtand on the Defence, and 
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|; Of this, ofivee that tims, get weare wery ſure, that wot enly theſe who penned 
be Articles, but the Body ef this Church, for above batf an Age after, did 
= motwithſending of thoſe Irregularities,acknowledge the Forraign Churches fo 
1100 conſtituted, to be true Churches @s to all the Eſſentials of a Church, tho they 
0 2 bad been at firſt irregularly formed, and continued ſtill to be in an Impet fect 


wht State. And therefore the generalWords in which this x of theArticle 5:frams | 
Wk ed, ſeem to have been Here on pur poſe not to excluge tbem, and page 260, 
15 Neither eur Reformers, ee ag + near Eighty year, + ir thoſe 2 
Fam Apticles were publiſhed, did ever queſtion the Conſtitution of ſuch Churebes, |. 


243 Ar. Baxter in 5. Diſp. of Church Government faith page 178. 
% this was ſo common among tbem; that I do not think a diſiemting vote 
by ea be found from. the firſt Reformation, till about the preparation for the 
*' Spaniſh match or à little before. - JE 

Gi I remember that in the cloſe of my Sermon, when I mentioned 


_ this Opinion of. the Neceſſity of Epiſcopal Ordination, I did in a 
paſſing way, touch. at fome things, which might be a juſt prejudice |; 
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FP _ apainſt the Opinion of ſuch a Neceſſity, which the Author of the 
All Examin. ispleaſed to reckon up as five Arguments, and to pretend 
10 Anſwers to them, page 12. 13, 14, 15. And he reckons up this 
10 drawn from the Teſtimony of Engliſh Divines, as the fourth of my 
1 Arguments, and page 14. He takes little notice of theſe great 
6 Men I cited, or their Reaſons: But in a lighting way ſays, 1. Iba: 
Wy 3s this? but arguing from the private ſentiments of ſome Modern Autbors, 
5 againſt a Principle ſo apparently founded on Sctipture and Reaſon, and ſo 
11 univerſally received by the Catbo:ick Church for fo mang Ages, and then 
th addeth, Let any ſober Mar jugge whether Soale of Ballance bath moſt of 
1h weight in it. And I ſhall enly ſay, Let any Sober Man judge, whe- 
0 ther it be more probable, that ſo many Eminently Learned Men of 
Wit the Epiſcopal way, knew better what was founded onScripture and 


Reaſon, and univerſally received by the Catholick Church, or ous if 
Author. And when we lay their Authority and Reaſons in the Bal- 
Hance, with his bare, tho bold Aſſertions, which of che Scales hath 
moſt Weight in them. And I am ſo far. from believing what he 

fſayeth, that en the contrary I _ that his Opinion anent the 

foreſaid Neceſſity, &c. was fo far n 
ve, that not. one Church, can be allédged aſſerting it in terminis, 
for 15 hundred Tears. f CT 5 
. C ä But 
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mel But 2. Our Author asks, what if he ſhould produce the Autheri- 
„4% ty of thrice ſo many Learned Presbyterians, for the Tawfulneſs of 
es ſol} Epiſcopal Geveinment ? And I Anſwer, That if he do it, when 

> they fl we are Debating that Queſtion, it ſhall be confidered. 

3. He asks, Was there ever a rrue Son of the Church of England, who 
am- would net have condemned Scbiſmatical Ordinatian? I Anſwer, They _ 
260, could have Judggd them Uncanonical, but not wholly nullified 
thoſe} them, andthe OWnnacecs diſpenced by them, which may ſerve for 
eb, Anſwer to the firſt. 5 1 


178. As to what the Church of England did as to Re- ordination, anno 
vote 1660, That was by a New peculiar Statute for that Nation and 
the Church; for any that ſhould be capable of any Benefite therein, but 


not from the Principle of Nullify ing the Miniſtry of theſe who want 
it, as is manifeſt hy what he ſaid. | = Ee wo 
And that this is a new 3 in the Church of Scotland, eren 
among the Epiſcopal men of this Nation (which the Author page 
13. ſets down as my 2d Argument) our Author cannot deny the - : 
Truth of what I affert,, But after ſome Retortion of our Receding, 
not only from the Opinions of our Reformers, but from the Opimonns 
of our own Predeceſſors, before the year 1662, ( which is falſe) he 
addeth page 13. Such Arguings from the Authority of our Predeceſoors for 
two or three Generarion, have far more of Romiſh Leaven in them, than 
tb moſt ancient Opinion of the Neceſſity of Epiſcopal Ordination:; But as 
this is not an Ancient, far leſs a moſt Ancient Opinion, ſo that it 
is part of the Romiſbh Leaven is formerly ſhewed : But that the uſual - 
way of citing of Teſtimonies from our Predeceſſors, is a part of the 
Romiſh Loaven, is an odd Aſſertion, to give no worſe Character of ir: 
As for his Retortions, they fignify nothing, unleſs we were hand- 
ling the Controverſies anent the Particulars inſtanced, and diverſe of | 
them have been already ſpoke to, as anent the reading of Scriptures, . - 
&c: And it were caſie to ſhew, as others of them were, that our 
Reformers contended againſt Prelacy, and the civil places and Of. 2 
fices of Church · men, and ſitting and Voteing.in Paliament,” But 1 
will not now digreſs to theſe things. —. oe - 
But there are two things which evidence the Novelty of this Opi- 
nion in Sctland. The firf# is, that Biſhop Sporſwoed in his Hiftory - © 
of the Church of Scotland, ſheweth chat the Scots Miniſters (of 
Lk 4 | „„ | Ft whom:: | 
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| i ok | | 
whom he was one himſelf ) when to be conſecrated Biſhops in 
England, anno 16 10, would not yield to be Re. ordained, becauſe I th 
they believed the Ordination they had by Presbyters was valid. or 
The ad is, that tho theſe who were conſecrated Biſhops, Anne Ihe 
1662, ſubmitted to Re-ordination, for which I know they u ere 5 
condemned and hlamed, by many of the Epiſcopal perſwaſion in | 
Scotland at that time: Yet theſe who conformed to Prelacy at that Ini 
time, were not oblidged to, nor did they ſubmit to Re- ordination, Mis: 
being perſwaded their former Ordination was valid. 
Our Author taketh notice, page 13. of this as the third of my Nin 
Arguments as he calleth them, for that then, I ſaid this Opinion Ic: 
would Nullifie the Ordination of theſe who conformed to Prelacy, 
ann 1662. To this he Anſwers, 1. This is again to make Practice 
the Standard of Principle; To which I Anſwer, that it is but to im- 
prove an abſurd conſequence, following on that pretended Prin- 
ciple; as a juſt prejudice againſt the Truth of it. 2. He Anſwers, 
that there is a notable difference, betwiat the caſe of the preſent Precbyteri- 
ans, aud theſe who conformed anno 1662. Theſe having returned to 4 
due ſubordination,and ſubjection to their Biſhops, and thereupon bad full allow 
ance from their Biſheps, to exerciſe the power of Presbyters. And ſuch 
allowance I will hold to be equivalent to Epiſcopal Ordination, till M. M. 
sball prove that it's not. To which I Reply, 1. I am not comparing 
the caſc of Presbyterians, and theſe who Conformed 1662, together; 
but Arguing from a hurtful conſequence, in nullifying the Mini- 
ſtry of theſe whom it's like, he will more regard. And 2. Bring- 
ing a proof that this can not be the Opinien of theſe who were 
Epiſcopal in this Nation. Anno 1662, 3. Tam not concerned 
to prove that the Biſhops allowance is not equivalent to Ordination, 
but the Author who aſſerts it, is oblidged to prove it, which per- 
haps he may find difficult, if he eſſay to bring his proof from Scrip · 
ture, or Reaſon, 4 Tho it were granted, That the Biſhops al- 
lowance after their ſubjection to him, ſhould give them power as 
Miniſters, andyto exerciſe the Office of Presbyters, yet what doth 
he ſay, of the time of their Miniſtry before their ſubjc&ion to the 
Biſhop. Will he have the Biſhops allowance 62. to be ſufficient 
to make their Miniſtry valid in its exerciſe, for may be 20. yeers 
| before jure accreſcendi. And as this is a New Opinion in * 
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So I hope it is not the General Opinion of theſe of the Epiſcopal * _ 
perſwaſion in this Nations at this preſent time, yea I find it not the 

O pinic n of the Author of the caſe of tlie Clergy, c, N. See p. 15. ; 
the 2d. Edition. Thus it is made manifeſt, this is a Novel Opini- © - 
on taken up by ſome few of late, whom the Biſhop of Sarum, calls 


The 24 thing propoſed; was to new, That this Opinion is per- 
nicious in it's Fruits and Conſequences, This was hinted at in the 
Sermon, page 14. That this Opinion is deſtructive to the Truth, 
and Beeing of the moſt of Proteſtant Churches, and this Author, 
in page 12. of Examin. Takes Notice of it, as the firſt of theſe nge 
alls my five Arguments. 5 And for Anſwer, ſays, FM. M. baſe 13 
eaſure, be may cœſider, that this is apreity odd way of reaſening. But 
T think. a little leaſure may diſcover, that-to argue as abſurd ie is, 
ot an odd way of reaſoning, but uſual among all Schollars, for 
The Argument might run thus, If this Opinion were true, and al- 
Jowed, it will neceſſarly infer the deſtruction of the Truth ank 
Zecing of the moſt of Reformed Churches, but that were abſurd; 
herefore the Opinion from which it follows muſt be falſe ; or thus, 
hat Opinion which is ſo dangerous and hurtful, as to be deſtruct- 
e of the Truth and Being of the moſt ofReformed Churches ſhould' 
hot be tolerated in any proteſtant Church, but ſuch an Opinion 
5 aſſerts the Neceſſity of Epiſcopal Ordination is ſo dangerous and 
eſtructite to the Truth and Beeing of Reformed Churches, and 
ere fore is not to be tolerated; And his Anſwer her et Toon- A 
(5, odd from a profeſt Proteſtant, being on the matter ay this, 
hat its no abſurdity to ruine and deftroy the trathe Being of theReformed © © 
hurch, and to deny them to be Churches of Cbriſt, and this he'deth” 
ich much diſdain, what ( {ayeth he) muſt we thro up à ſolid prin- 
ple, becauſe ſuch or ſuch. a Churches Conflitution is not conſiſtent wirh 9h, *i\'5 
nd, he ſays, this is to make Practice the fandard of Principle,” &. But? 
thought when the Queſtion was, whether ſuch a Poſition was a2 
cinciple, the repreſenting of ſuch wofull Conſequerice neceſlarly © 
lowing upon it, might been a juſt : prejudice againſt it, and eal- 
d for more ſerious thoughts, before there had been ſo eonſident: 
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Berſally received by the Catbolicł Church for ſo many Ages, The contrair 
of which is manifeft by what hath been ſaid. | 


But fo confident-is our Author, that he adds page 13. M. A. 


MM ay with axgood reaſm ſay, that we ought to return 1% Rome, becauſe 


be that condemns the Romiſh Communion , condemns ſo great a part of 


Ehriſlendom, to which 1 ſhall give no other Reply, than to leave it 
to the unbyaſſed Reader,whether by this way of Reaſoning, its no 


greater abſurdity to deſtroy the Truth and Beeing ofthe moſt of Re- 


formed Churches, than to condemn the Rowiſh Communion, which is 
ſo great a part of Chriſtendom, | „„ 

nd now to uſe cur Authors own Words, if or when be can get 
loaſure, I wiſh he may ſeriouſly conſider, how hurtful and pernici- 
ous an Opinion: this is. However ineſſe&ive ( hefſayeth page 7.) 
it bath been in Scotland hitherto, becauſe it hath not bar ; 
fore, yet what hurt it may now do, When vented, Ged knoweth, 


Sure by this, he; and theſe of his Opinion, do great Service tothe 


Pepifts, while they proclaim that their Romiſh Church is a true 


Church, their Prieſts true Prieſts, and their Ordinances and 
Adminiſtrations valid, but all the Proteſtant Churches that are not 
Prelatical, are indeed no Churches, and their Miniſters no Mini- 


* La 


ſters, G. How could ye gratifie Papiſts more. : 
Vea this is the way te harden the wicked, and make them caft 


off the publick Worſhip, yea to turn Seekers, or Infidels, and to 
deny all Churches and Miniſtry in the . world, their being few 


that have not greater blemiſhes, and defects than this. 


4 i 


Yea, this ia to prefer a Formality, a Circumſtance, or Mode to 
the being of Churches or Miniſtry, and the ſubſtance, of Worſhip, 
and the ſalvation of Mens Souls: as if it were better for Churches 
to be no Churches, than not Prelatical: or for Souls to be Con- 


demned, than to be ſaved by Men that are not Prelatical! is not 


this to plead the very Cauſe of Satan, by accuſing ſo many famous 
ne and Miniſters ? as being none indeed ? and drawing the 


4 


People ſe to cenſure them, and forſake them. : 


I proceed now to the fourth thing propoſed, that this ſo cruel 


uncharitable an epinien, Of ſxch a atceſrity of Epiſcopal Ordination, as 
nullifies the Miniſtry and all the Ordinances diſpenced by fuch who want it, 
However baldly and confidently delivered as a ſolid priueiple, = ; 
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SCrIPturi 
and Ocder and Office of Men, Fftin from and fuperior to Prad 
ters, having Authority above them, and the power of Ordina- 
ton and Juriſdiction, to be continued in the Church _ 
[ will nat digreſs to the controverſy about Prelacy and the Origh 
nal and Inſtitution thereof, but ſhall only lay thts, That while wo 
find in Scripture that Biſhops and Presbyters have the fame ecm 
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in caſe of perſecution, Hoſ- 6. 6. The Learned Doctor Jebn Forbes 
inhis Irenicum lib. 2. chap, 1 1. page 159. Though he ſay, Grad u - 


lem Epiſcopalis eſ juris divini, &c. yet he ſaith contarary to the Au- 


thor of Toleration Defended, That this Oeconomy is net neceſſary to 
the being of a Church. For which he brings Arguments from Act, 8. 
I2. and chap. 11, 20, 22. and 40%, 14. 20, 21, 22. and Ad 20. and 
And he proveth out of 7. Ma jer lib. 2. Hiſt. De Geſtis Scoterum, 


That the Scots were 4 Chriftian Church without —_ for two Hundred | 


ad Thirty Years, and page 160, He proves the ſame from the In- 
ſtance of the Roman Church, after the death of Xifss the 2d. And he 
proveth, that every defect of that, which is preſcrived by Divine 

ight, is not eſſential, taking away the Eſſence of the Church. As 
hg inſtanceth in Deacont, for lifetime ſeparated by Ordination, wanting 
among us, for the poverty ofthe Church; So in ſome Reformed- 


Churches the civil Magiſtrat impedes the having of Biſhops. Tbeſe 


ich he) are Oecenomical defects, as to good Order, but not eſſential, ſo 
ef take, aver, the Beeing or Power of a true Church. And the Author 
o 0 Caſe ſe 
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At were enough tor me to de pda ee | Lan. 
ut..the Agyerſary who affirms to prove- it. But magy- Learned 
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or ters, So doth Docter Held. 


1- , Primate, of Armach, as is evident by the account of his Judgement. 
1 Doctor Bernard; And Mr. Baxter reports that Doctor Vaber told higt, 


gave this of Alexandria. 


ſt The ſani2 Docter Forbes proveth the Validity of Ordination by 


d by the Teſtimonies of Scheolmen, both Divines and Canoniſts. ,, from:page 
to page 179, and page 178, hath theſe words, Eu his evidenter equi ur, 
oi theſe things it evidintly follows that. the Ordination which is prrſormea fy; Pre: 
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art of the So Canon; And 5 Tat ; in allthe New 1 4 he tan 
— 25 laſfante, of an Ortingtion pefirmed by Biber j@ « feof, { to uſe 
is on werds] ner that T and Tims were' 2 and . — had the Pro- 
Rice and Canons of the Church for full 15. Ates for. $i 
. chief Ordainers, which he cannot prove, Im face of ehe ſieſt, 
no: h not prove what he undertook, of the Necefliry of Epiſcopal 


thecefore 1 putſue it no more. 
Page 11. Parag. 4. He ſayeth, the pruver of # Prechyre i; 505 4 


| Pingoichable from a power to ordain Previyterrand they-chink it pla, 
that. one may have tbe power of a Presbyter without having a 
power to ordain Prysbyters, And he thinks that theſe) powers ſo ſe" 
arable in their natures, were alw ſeparated. 
fa all which diſcourſe he ſux h,what will. not be granted, yes, 
that which really is the thing controverted betwixt him and us, and 
which is denyed by us, te wit, Thot the Prechniers power. T, only 4 
_ to preach end adi at the Sram, now we fay 
bam of his power, and that he hathalſopower to — | 
Presbycers, And his firgilivudes here do not quadrat, for it is not 
Nerd nded,- that it is in de power of the Sheriff, to ordain other 


„He ander page 11. This is certain; theſe Sho at thekeſormo- 
tion, were only ſimple Presbytert, got no mort than the power f 
* imple Presbycers : and if they get no more, they eould exerciſe -. 
> „ no more. How could they ordainPresbyters, i thev-gor ner the 
k || ©. power of ordaiaing Presbyters. Thijs is. the very F. Argh 
. ment.againt the Call of. qur Reformeis., But of no-weigtt, for we 
| ſay, the power of *+deining i is ONE part ofthe P Presbyters” wet, 1 5 
chat by divine ee 8 "Tino, „ 14. A what ic ſo o conννν 
pr. A % ihe n ro fey. ip 
a But ayern, 7 os; the matter,” to ſay . mon andy 
p, pl tort * — . 1% af the eve eee other, 


L 1 2 Dee 


68 


daining, as I have oft told them, we believe it doth, then the Or- 


dainers cannot confer the power of a Presbyter, without the power 


of Ordaining. 2. What God hath conjoyned, none can ſe parat 

neither can the Intention of Ordainers, mutilate the Office, or 
power which GOD hath annexed to it, and tho he who ordaineth 
aP resby ter, ſhould intend only to confer the power of Preaching and 
miniftrating the Sacraments, and that they ſhould have no power 
to Ordain, his Intention cannot hinder from that power, and as 
the learned Dr, Forbes ſheweth, page 189, That ic is the com- 


mon Opinion of Divines, and Canoniſts, that theſe things which 


agree to a Biſhop, or Presby ter vi ordinis by vertue of the Order 
© cannot be taken away by any Church Prohibition. And as the 
Adminiſtrators Intention, can not hinder the effect of a Sacrament 
neither can it hinder the effect of Ordination, tho it be no Sa. 
Cramat. | . n 


As for his Principle mentioned paragraph 6. That no man can exerciſe an Ecce leſi. 
aftical power, which he hath not received from God, either immediatly or modiatiy. 1 


Anſw. The Perſon ordained hath this power from God mediatly, by vertue of | 


his Commiſſion to Presbyters in the Scripture, tho the erdainer in his Intention 


-perverſly divide the power and parts of the Office of aPresbyter. And here its | 


worth the marking, That our Author hath another paradexal principle, that the 
Ordainer may, by his Intentions ſo divide, what God hath conjuyned that though the outward 
part of Ordination be uſed, it ſhall have its uffe# a eeording to his Intention in the on- 
and have no effect as to the other, becauſe of his want of Inteus to confer it, Which is 
very like a piece of Popery, as I conceive. eee. En 
Ia paragraph 7, Our Author ſayeth, Theſe of the Epiſcopal perſwaſion, ( not all, 
but the high flown Men of this new ſet ) art* the movei incouraged to adhere te this 
their Opinion, when they conſider how they muſt be extremly as à loſs in matters of ſuch 
conſequence, when thei? $chems' about deriving valid © Orders is laid gfide ,” from what 
band ſaid he can valid Ordination bs had, who can confer them? | 
le needed not ſtayed Arguing againſt Orcination, by the Magiſtrat or People, 
for it is not aſſerted by us, Tho it will not be eaſie to prove, that the Election 
of the People with the Magiſtrates conſent, may net evidence a mans Miſſion in 
"& caſe of Neceſſity, without Prelatical Ocdination-But I ſay, there may be, and 
> hath been lawfylland valid Ordinztion, by, Procbyters, without a Prelat. And tho 
+ be paſs this, with ſaying, we have already ſeen how little reaſon there iss to 
_ think that imple Presbyters can Ordaia, we on the contrair ſay, it may appear, 
by what is above ſaid, there is good reaſon for it, and none againſt it. 
As for his Accuſation, page 12. of the Presþyterian O:dina;ions in Scotland, as 
> cbiſmntic#, its MIN ef d. 2)5cadye eg. 1.9, Lt, And the in a big word, he iy, 
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They have morethan Ground enough #4 condemn them 4 ſuch, yet he produceth none 
but his own bare word for it. 8 8 | | 
Yea, and tho we were Schſmatica?, he would remember that he granted, that 
Ordination of ſuch may be valid, pege 8. And we ſpeak not now of Communzeny 
for of that formerly, but of Ordination and the necſf;y of Epiſcepal Ordination. 

And theſe are all the Graunds our Author produces, for this his aſſertion, of 
ſuch x Neceflity of Epiſcopal Ordination, which I have ſhewed to be Novel, and 
without ground, and of pernicious Conſequence. : 1 

And if men would uſe bur a little Reflection, they might diſcern, how by 
Conceſſi on, and their en practice, that which is of the greateſt Conſequence in 


the Miſſion of Miniſters, to wit, The trying of their Gifts, and judging them 


to be qualified as theſe whom God ſends, is wholly. laid over upon the Presby- 
ters. And they joyn alſo in the ritual part of Impoſition of hands. : 

And I hope it will not be be judged Enthuſiaſtical, but a Scriptural Argument, 
by ſober and ſerious and conſidering Perſens, that there are many ſerious Chri- 
ſlians, who have a Witneſs in themſelves, anent Presbyterian Minifters, there 
being Miniſters of Chriſt, ſo that they may ſay, as 2 Cor. 3. beg, Need we Epiſtles 
of Commendation, ye are tur Epiſtle, & c. I ſhall conclude this Debate, anent the 
Neceſſiry ef Epiſc-yal Ordinatim, with the words of the Learned Mr. Cloud, in his 
Defence ef the Reformation, Part 4. pag. 97. Which are theſe. And te ſpeak my 
ewn thoughts freely, it ſtems to me, that that frm Opinion of the abſolute neceſſity of 
Epiſcopacy, that geet ſe high as to own ne Church, or Call, or Miniſtry, or Sacraments; er 
Salvation in the World, where there are wo Epiſcopal Ordinations, slthough there ſhould be 
che true Faith, the true Doctrine and Piecty there, and which would that all Religion ſhould 
dipind on a Formality, and even on a Formality, that we have ſbowu te be of ns other than 


humane Inſtitut ien, that Opinion, 1 ſay, can mt be lost on other wije, then as the veryworſt Cha- 
rafter, and mark of the higheſt Hypecriſte, a piece vf Fhariſaiſm throughout, that firains 


at a Gnat, when it ſwallows a Camel, and 1 cannot avid having at leaſt .a Coniemp ef 


thoſe kind of thought, and @ Comp /ſion for thoſe who fill their beats with them. 


© Having Vindicated my SERMON from the Examinator, I'ſhal-nor detain the 


Render with a long Reply to'the Aut her of the Il. Defen. e ſo miſtẽpreſents Words 
and Things, that ſome have thought, that there needed no! other Anfwer then a 
*Remirts his own Conſcichee, if he would allow it a fret Reflection. I do truly 


Pity Him, band m very Sorry for him; far he hs:wrongedIbortr his Reputation and 
Conſcience, by Aſſerting ſo many evident Falſehoods, which I Pray may be Forgi- 
ven him. | 3 | | 
For t. It is a manifeſt Falſchood with which he begines his Obſerves on my 
Sermon, page 19. viz, That I take it for granted, That by the Church, the Temple cud 
Jeruſalem, we are only £0 underſtand : hePregbyterian Government and Party, and by Conſe. 
quence, that all ot hers of afferent Pcrſwaſiaef whether Proreſiguc or Pop'ſh, are all out of the 
Church, and no better tha Heat hen and PNAs. Hate (fa h he) Du have one touch of 
bis Charity. And I ſay, you have here an Evidence of thisMans Veracity, for there 
is not in all this one Word of Truth, and I never Said or Thought fo, I think the 
Presbyterian a pirt of the Church, not the whale, or only they. 15 | 
2. He ſayeth in the ſame page, that I aveuch my ſelf ts be the Servant of a great Maſter, 
and yet am ſamewhat diffident concerning my Warrand, and even whether what 1 detwyercd, 
ſhould be found agreeable to the Mord of GOD, which is another Falſchood, And all the 
5 - Ground. 
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Geaund ke produeeth for it 15, in theſe Wards, ( 4s mey ahier by bir if 160. 

end ond 1 bops f bal ani, une wur hav, Sc.) and there necdeth no more, t 
the ceadiang the incire Sentence, 1 the Contra. 1 . on 

3. P-ge 10. Is a Bundle of Falſchoods, ſuch 28. Thet the reibe h 
theo che Lopiltc ond they-were embarked in the [ame bottem againſt the I fen Chureb. . 
Thos ue vf chew ſave Mr. Hardie dia fo wuck <1 oh en Vheir Au lo re 2. glei publich 
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ſhould prove that fame ſaid or did to, 
.  Conclade ie — all Presbyrerians, as the plarality 
= — 9 Ir were 16 cinclude, thet the 
| Kepreſemtative of i. 11 3 | 
4. 4 « Fallhood, which he fayeth, Ther 1 ſobſeribed Conmicel 
be of Aberdeen che 15. of January 1663. Thy Faid, of whi 
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